
Role of socio economic conditions on students’ education. 

Bibha Rani Nath and Parul Das 

Department of Edueation, Dravidian University, Kuppam, Andhra Pradesh, India 


Abstract 

Socio economic condition plays an important role in acquiring quality education. Students’ results are influenced 
by the educational resources which are based on parents’ economic condition and literacy of parents. Families with 
high socio economic status often are more successful in preparing their young children for higher education. For 
doing this research on the socio- economic status of their parents, 600 students are selected from different 
colleges, junior colleges and higher secondary schools of Kokrajhar district. 
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1. Introduction 

Students are very important part of a sehool. A 
student is primarily a person, enrolled in a school or 
other educational institutions who attends classes in a 
course to attain the appropriate level of mastery in 
subjects under the guidance of an instmctor. In attaining 
in the appropriate level a student is to face many 
problems. Among the different problems socio 
economic problems is one of the significant one. 

2. Socio economic conditions of parents 

It is generally accepted that the socio-economic 
condition of parents influences the education of children 
in a society. At present there are certain differences 
in respect of occupation, level of income, level of 
education of the parents. Generally poor economic 
condition and illiteracy of parents are main factors of 
student’s low quality education. Socio economic 
condition plays an important role in providing educational 
resources and influences on child’s educational 
outcomes. Education at higher secondary level requires 
a better economic condition for both quality and 
quantity in higher education and it is related with 


students academic achievement. Families with high 
socio economic status often are more successful in 
preparing their young children for school because of 
the access they enjoy to harness resources responsible 
to promote and support young children’s development 
(Anderson, E. and M.Suuivan, 1998). Parents’ income, 
profession and standard of life help to bear the good 
result in higher secondary examination and to get 
admission into higher education. Socio economic status 
of parents do not only affect the academic 
performance, but also makes it possible for children 
from low background to compete well their 
counterparts in comparison to high socio-economic 
background under the same academic environment 
(Rothestein, 2004). 

3. Socio economic conditions of the parents of 

Kokrajhar district 

The main occupation of the parents/guardians in 
the villages of Kokrajhar district is agriculture and more 
than 80 percent of the villagers are engaged in 
agriculture either in cultivation or as agricultural labours. 
Out of the total area of land only 27.8% is available 
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for cultivation and almost 60 % area covered by forest. 
The district as a whole can be described as 
economically backward. There is no industrial centre 
to absorb the growing population. Some of the products 
of this district are rice, jute, pulses, potato, mustard, 
other oil seeds and other cash crops etc. 

The Kokrajhar district is a homogenous 
geographical unit and a part of Brahmaputra valley. It 
is a fertile tract of Brahmaputra valley except the foot 
hill region of Bhutan (Himalaya). The soil of the district 
is alluvial and fertile having a mixture of red and black 
soil. The area has heavy rainfall and high temperature 
with dam and humid position in the year. The maximum 
rainfall in a year is 3330 mm and minimum 1305 mm 
with average rainfall of about 2405 mm. January being 
the coldest month, temperature ranges from 32° C to 9° 
C in every year. Socio economic condition of the people 
makes the foundation of modem civic society. The Socio 
economic concept emphasises the areas including 
education, health, agriculture, industry and so on. 

3. Education 

The Kokrajhar district shows the total number of 
literate people as 489305 and out of which male and 
female are 283026 and 206279 respectively. The rate 
of literacy percentage in 2011 is 65.22% where male 
literacy is 71.89% followed by female literacy of 
5 8.27% in this district with urban population of 6.19% 
and mral as 93.81%. (Source: Statistical Hand Book 
of Assam 2016). 

4. Review of related literature 

Kapinga, O.S. (2014) conducted a study on the 
impact of parental socio-economic status 

(SES) on students academic achievement in 
secondary schools .The objectives are 

1. To what extent does parental involvement in 
education of their children enhance academic 
achievement? 

2. How does parents’ occupation, income level of 
education and home environment affect students’ 
academic achievement in secondary schools? This 
study showed that majority of parents is not 
involved in the learning of their children as well 
as in the school improvement programmes. 

D. M. Abdulkadir., Mohamed, O. M. & Mohalim, 
A. A. (2016) conducted a study on Socio Economic 


status and academic achievement in Mogadishu Somalia 

5. Objective of the study 

To study the socio-economic conditions of 
students in Colleges, Jr. Colleges / H. S. Schools of 
Kokrajhar District. 

6. Hypothesis of the study 

Socio economic conditions of students in Colleges, 
Jr. Colleges / H. S. Schools of Kokrajhar District have 
the effect on higher education. 

7. Method of the study 

In the method of study Descriptive Survey method 
is done. 

8. Variables 

In the present study the investigator takes three 
independent variables viz College students and Junior 
College students / H. S. students. Again effects on 
higher education are dependent variables. 

9. Sample 

The sample for the present study is consisted of 
600 students randomly selected from different H. S. 
Schools, Colleges and Junior Colleges of Kokrajhar 
district. 

Out of total 600 students 300 from College 
students and 300 from Jr. College and H. S. Schools 
students are taken. Here 150 urban students and 150 
rural students are taken from colleges. In Jr. College 
and Higher Secondary institutions also 150 urban 
students and 150 rural students are taken. 

10. Measuring tools 

To kn ow the socio economic conditions of parents 
self made questionnaire method is used for data 
collection. 

11. Statistical treatment 

The collected data are analyzed by percentage 
and chi- squire test for hypotheses testing. 

12. Results and discussion 

The main purpose of the present study is to 
investigate how the socio economic problems of 
parents’ effects on students higher education. The 
income level of parents in the target institutions are as 
follows. 
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Table no-1 : Income levels of parents 


Parents’ annual income 

College students (300) 

Jr. College/Higher Secondary 
School students (300) 


Urban 

(150) 

% 

Rural 

(150) 

% 

Urban 

(150) 

% 

Rural 

(150) 

% 

Rs. 1000-20,000 

30 

20.00 

36 

24.00 

29 

19.33 

31 


20.67 

Rs. 21,000-40,000 

61 

40.67 

46 

30.67 

40 

26.67 

65 


43.33 

Rs. 41,000-60,000 

30 

20.00 

53 

35.33 

58 

38.67 

45 


30.00 

Rs. 61,000-80,000 

9 

6.00 

6 

4.00 

15 

10.00 

5 


3.33 

Rs. 81,000-100,000 

12 

8.00 

7 

4.67 

6 

4.00 

4 


2.67 

Rs. 1,01,000-1,20,000 
and above 

8 

5.33 

2 

1.33 

2 

1.33 

0 


00 

Chi square 

Pearson Chi Square=14.538 
df=5 P = 0.013 

Pearson Chi Square=15.06 
df=5 P = 0.010 

Chi square 

Pearson Chi Square= 42.35 
df=15 P=0.000 


The primary survey data reveals that out of 150 
Urban students and 150 Rural students in colleges, 
responses have been found 30 and 36 in the income 
level 1000 to 20,000 i.e. 20.00% and 24.00% 
respectively and in the Jr. Colleges and H. S. Schools 
19.33% and 20.67%. Again in the income level 21,000 
to 40,000 responses are found 61 and 46 in the colleges 
i.e. 40.67% and 30.67% respectively and in the Jr. 
Colleges and H. S. Schools 40 and 65 i.e. 26.67% and 
43.33% are found. 

In the income level 41,000 to 60,000 responses 
are found 30 (35.33%) and 53 (35.33%) in the colleges 
and in the Jr. Colleges and H. S. Schools responses 
are found 58 (38.67%) and 45 (30.00%) respectively. 

Again in the income level 61,000 to 80,000 
responses are found 9 (6.00%) and 6 (4.00%) in the 
colleges and in the Jr. Colleges and H. S. Schools 
responses are found 15 (10.00%) and 5 (3.33%) 
respectively. 

In the income level 81,000 to 100,000 responses 
are found 12 (8.00%) and 7 (4.67%) in the colleges 
and in the Jr. Colleges and H. S. Schools responses 
are found 6 (4.00%) and 4 (2.67%). 

In the income level of parents whose annual 
income having between 101,000 to 120,000 are found 
to be out of 150 only 8 (5.33%) in Urban colleges and 
2 (1.33%) in Rural colleges and in the Jr. Colleges and 
tligher Secondary Schools responses are 2 (1.33%) 


and no responses are found in this income level in 
respect of rural area. By analyzing the above data it 
has been found that the parents who have lower level 
of income cannot provide proper educational facilities 
and cannot give importance in continuous education 
which effects in the higher education. 

According to hypothesis lower level of income is 
the part of socio economic problems effects in the 
higher education of students. There is a relation 
between economic status and quality education of a 
child. Without the good economic condition of parents, 
students cannot think of future education. 

The above Table depicts that the association 
between parents annual income and college students 
of urban and rural areas. The Pearson Chi Square value 
is 14.538 at df=5, the P= 0.013 shows the significant 
association between the parents annual income and 
college students of urban and rural areas at < 1 % level. 
The association between parents annual income and 
Jr. College/HSS students of urban and rural areas 
shows the Chi Square value = 15.06, at df =5 and P= 
0.010. It reveals that the association between the 
income and distribution of the students in both areas 
of Jr. College/HSS is significant at 1% level. 

Similarly overall students distribution and income 
level of parents of the urban and rural areas revealed 
the Pearson Chi Square= 42.35 at df= 15 and P=0.000 
which is highly significant (at< 1 % level). 
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Table no-2 : Educational level of fathers 


Educational level of 
fathers 

College students responses (300) 

Jr. College / Higher Secondary 
Schools students responses (300) 


Urban 

(150) 

% 

Rural 

(150) 

% 

Urban 

(150) 

% 

Rural 

(150) 

% 

Illiterate 

30 

20.00 

70 

46.66 

16 

10.67 

80 

53.33 

Elementary 

90 

60.00 

51 

34.00 

99 

66.00 

59 

39.33 

H.S.E.C. 

15 

10.00 

20 

13.33 

18 

12.00 

7 

4.67 

H.S. 

8 

5.33 

6 

4.00 

12 

8.00 

3 

2.00 

B.A/B. Sc 

7 

4.67 

3 

2.00 

5 

3.33 

1 

.67 

M.A/M. Sc 

0 

00 

0 

00 

0 

00 

0 

00 

Chi square 

Pearson Chi Square=29.387 
df=4 P=0.000 

Pearson Chi Square= 
df=4 P=0.000 

=65.7 


Chi square 

Pearson Chi Square=97.477 
df=12 P=0.000 


The above Table no. 2. has revealed that the 
association between fathers educational level and 
college students of urban and rural areas. The Pearson 
Chi Square value is 29.387 at df=4, the P= 0.000 shows 
the significant association between the fathers 
educational level and college students of urban and 
rural areas at <1% level. The association between 
fathers educational level and Jr. College/HSS students 
of urban and rural areas shows the Chi Square value 
= 65.7, df =4 and P= 0.000. It reveals that the 
association between the educational level and 
distribution of the students in both areas of Jr. College/ 
HSS is significant at 1% level. 

Similarly overall students distribution and fathers 
educational level of the urban and rural areas revealed 
the Pearson Chi Square= 97.477 at df= 12 and P=0.000 
which is highly significant (at<l% level). 

From the above table the surveyed data reveals 
that out of 150 urban students and 150 rural students 
in colleges’ responses have been found that 30 
(20.00%) and 70 (46.66%) in respect of fathers 
illiteracy level and In the Jr. Colleges and Higher 
Secondary Schools responses have been found 16 
(10.67%) and 80 (53.33%) respectively. 

Those fathers educational qualification are in 
elementary level their number of responses have been 
found 90 (60.00%) and 51 (34.00%). Again in the Jr. 
Colleges and Higher Secondary Schools responses 


have been found 99 (66.00%) and 59 (39.33%). 

Again those fathers who were in H.S.L.C. level, 
number of responses have been found 15 (10.00%) and 
20 (13.33%) from the students of colleges. But in the 
Jr. Colleges and Higher Secondary Schools the responses 
have been foundl8 (12.00%) and 7 (4.67%) only. 

The fathers whose educational qualification is in 
HS level, the number of responses have been found 8 
(5.33%) and 6 (4.00%) but in the Jr. Colleges and 
Higher Secondary Schools responses have been found 
12 (8.00%) and 3 (2.00%) respectively. 

The surveyed data has revealed for fathers who 
had educational qualification of B.A/B.Sc. ( 
graduation) have been found 7 (4.67%) and 3 (2.00%) 
but in the Jr. Colleges and Higher Secondary Schools 
responses have been found 5 (3.33%) and 1(0.67%). 
It is observed that the Colleges, Jr. Colleges and Higher 
Secondary Schools have not been shown responses in 
respect of M.A/ M.Sc. (Post Graduate) level of 
fathers’ education. 

The above analysis reveals that quality education 
of children is closely connected with the parent’s 
education. In the table more number of parents’ illiterate 
is found in the rural areas. High level of parents’ 
education brings more conscious about the education 
of children. So parents cannot give importance on 
children education and it is effecting in the higher 
education also. In the rural area parents engage children 
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in agricultural field for helping the parents for many courses and cannot adjust with the regular courses 
days. Due to this reason students can not complete of studies. 

Table no-3 : Education level of Mothers 


Educational level of 
Mothers 

College students responses (300) 

Jr. College/Higher Secondary 
Schools students responses (300) 


Urban 

(150) 

% 

Rural 

(150) 

% 

Urban 

(150) 

% 

Rural 

(150) 

% 

Illiterate 

25 

16.66 

99 

66.00 

30 

20.00 

100 

66.67 

Primary 

105 

70.00 

32 

21.33 

110 

73.33 

34 

22.67 

H.S.F.C. 

12 

8.00 

17 

11.33 

5 

3.33 

10 

6.67 

H.S. 

6 

4.00 

2 

1.33 

5 

3.33 

6 

4.00 

B.A/B.Sc. 

2 

1.33 

0 

00 

0 

00 

0 

00 

M.A./M. Sc 

0 

00 

0 

00 

0 

00 

0 

00 

Chi square 

Pearson Chi Square=87.921 
df=4 P=0.000 

Pearson Chi Square=79.565 
df=4 P=0.000 

Chi square 

Pearson Chi Square=176.046 
df=12 P=0.000 


The above Table no.3 has revealed that the 
association between mothers educational level and 
college students of urban and rural areas. The Pearson 
Chi Square value is 87.921 at df=4, the P= 0.000 shows 
the significant association between the mothers 
educational level and college students of urban and 
rural areas at <1% level. The association between 
mothers educational level and Jr. College/H.S.S 
students of urban and rural areas shows the Chi Square 
value =79.565, df =4 and P= 0.000. It reveals that the 
association between the mothers’ educational level and 
distribution of the students in both areas of Jr. College/ 
fl.S.S. is significant at 1% level. 

Similarly overall students distribution and mothers 
educational level of the urban and rural areas revealed 
the Pearson Chi Square= 176.046 at df= 12 and P=0.000 
which is highly significant (at<l% level). 

From the above table the surveyed data reveals 
that out of 150 urban students and 150 rural students 
in colleges, in respect of mothers educational status 
responses have been found as 25 (16.66%) in urban 
and 99 (66.00%) in rural. In the Jr. Colleges and Higher 
Secondary Schools responses have been found 30 
(20.00 %) and 100 (66.67%) in urban and rural areas 
respectively. 

Those mothers educational status are elementary 
level number of responses have been found 105 


(70.00%) and 32 (21.33%) again In the Jr. Colleges 
and Higher Secondary Schools responses have been 
found no (73.33%) and 34 (22.67%). 

The surveyed data shows that those mothers 
educational status were H.S.L.C. level, number of 
responses has been found 12 (8.00%) and 17 (11.33%) 
from the students of colleges again In the Jr. Colleges 
and Higher Secondary Schools responses have been 
found 5 (3.33%) and 10 (6.67%). 

Those mothers educational qualification are HS 
level number of responses have been found 6 (4.00%) 
and 2 (1.33%) and in the Jr. Colleges and Higher 
Secondary Schools responses have been found 5 
(3.33%) and 6 (4.00%) respectively. 

The surveyed data reveals that mothers 
educational status in the level of B.A/ B.Sc. responses 
have been found 2 (1.33%) in urban areas and in the 
Jr. Colleges and Higher Secondary Schools responses 
have not been found in respect of B.A/B.SC level .From 
the colleges, Jr. Colleges and Higher Secondary 
Schools responses have not been found in respect of 
M.A/ M. Sc level of mothers education in rural and 
urban areas. Mothers’ educational status influences 
on the Childs educational progress. 

From the above table it is seen that Educational 
status of mother is lower than the father’s educational 
status. In rural area numbers of illiteracy have been 
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found more than urban area. More responses are 
found in respect of the elementary level of education 
than other level of education. Low level of education 
in respect of mother creates a problem in the effect of 
higher education. 

13. Suggestions 

1. To acquire quality education of students and 
guardian’s awareness is very important. 

2. Poor families who have been living in remote 
area, and uneducated background families need 
particular help to encourage for school education 
and college education. 

3. Poor economic conditions of the people should 
be developed by making government policy. 


4. District plan should be prepared keeping in view 
literacy requirements of the learners, identifying 
agencies which can take up some programme. 

5. In addition to incentives like free text books, 
award of attendance scholarship need to be 
provided for the benefit of parents economy. 

6. Poor health is one of the major reason contributing 
student’s absenteeism. Improved health 
infrastructural facilities and introduction to health 
programs with regular medical check up would 
be beneficiary for the disadvantaged children. 

7. Government should give the financial help to those 
students who are poor but meritorious and living 
in rural area for better study and in arranging 
developmental work to do smoothly 
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